The United States is the most important textile import market in the world, and one of the most important export targets of developing countries.
Introduction
When the Agreement on Textiles and Clothing was reached in the Uruguay Round of General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) negotiations on 31 December 2004, quotas on global trade in textile raw materials and clothing became history. Since the agreement will be gradually implemented, every textile exporting country and region now hopes to have as much market share as possible before the quota is abolished [1] . From 1 January 2005, trade in textiles and clothing has been formally incorporated into the Word Trade Organization (WTO) free trade framework [2] . It has provided extremely favorable conditions for China and India, which are major exporters of textiles and clothing, to further exert their comparative advantages and expand both their exports of textiles and clothing and their shares in the international market [3] . There has been a lot of analysis in the field of trade in textile at both aggregate and sector levels, but few studies have paid attention to the United States' relative imports from the world in relation to China or India from the perspective of three textile-related products after 2000, when China's textile exports increased dramatically. As the most important textile [17] .
The remaining sections in this paper are as follows: section two introduce the textile share of China and India in different time periods in the U.S. market; section three compares the competitiveness of China and India in the U.S. textile market; sections four and five contain the model specification and econometric modeling as well as a classification of the data used in this study; section six analyzes the influence of China and India on the U.S. textile import market; and section seven draws some conclusions.
Comparison of Textile Market Share of China and India in the United States
Although the textile trade is protected by a green ecological barrier, i.e., the Oeko-Tex Standard 100, China and India remain the main sources of the textiles imported by the U.S. On 1 January 2005, the quota system in the international textile trade was formally abolished, and the world textile industry entered the post-quota era, of which the biggest beneficiary has been China. According to the WTO, China and India maximized their exports of clothing and other textile products in all countries after the import quotas of the United States and other developed countries were abolished in 2005 [1, 2] . The labor conditions in China and India have many points of resemblance; they are both developing countries with a large domestic population and abundant labor resources [18] . In addition, the geographical environment and climatic conditions of the two countries are highly suitable for the cultivation and production of textile raw materials [19] . Especially after China's entry to the WTO in 2000, its textile exports to the United States increased greatly, to a point far beyond those of India ( Figure 1 ).
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Competitiveness of China and India in the U.S. Textile Market
As one of the world's major textile trade deficit countries, the textile market in the United States is huge. However, in the textile raw materials market, the U.S. is a textile surplus country. As shown in Table 3 , despite the rising competitiveness of SITC 26 from China and India in the textile market of the United States, it had become negative by 2016, as reflected in the trade in cotton (SITC 263), waste materials from textile fabrics (SITC 267), wool (SITC 268), and old clothing (SITC 269). [17] , and results are calculated by the authors. (2) . In the consensus of the competitiveness index, the statistical result is 1 or −1 due to the lack of import and export data, or the exports or imports alone.
China and India differ in the competitiveness of their raw materials for other textile fabrics [27, 28] . Silk is one of these; China, as a big silk producer from ancient times, is still important, with a strongly competitive position in the U.S. market. India's silk products are less competitive in the United States than China's, and India needs to import silk from the United States. India leads jute production in the world, according to the U.S. textile market competitiveness index (Table 3) . Its jute fiber rose from 0.148 in 2005 to 0.879 in 2016, showing that its competitiveness in this area had become very strong. Compared with India, China after 2000 had a basically blank record in jute trade with the United States. However, despite the trade deficit for China and India in the U.S. textile market, there was still a trend of favorable balance and competitive growth in some specific product categories, such as vegetable fabrics (SITC265) and synthetic and regenerated artificial fabrics (SITC266).
China and India showed very strong competitiveness between 2000 and 2016 in the U.S. textile raw materials and clothing markets. The competitiveness index of the two countries shows an identical overwhelming trade surplus. However, as shown in Table 2 , the import share of textiles in China and India is always different from that in the U.S. market, so it is necessary to understand the comparative advantages of these textile materials in this market.
Although China and India's share in textile fabrics is not as great as the share of textile yarn and clothing (Table 2 ), Table 4 shows that the revealed comparative advantages (RCA) of China's textile fabrics (SITC 26) increased in the U.S. market, and were slightly higher than those of India. However, the RCA of the textile fabrics of both India and China were less than one in this sector, indicating that the comparative advantages of both countries were not obvious. In the textile fiber market, we also observe that India's synthetic and regenerated artificial fabrics (SITC 266) had an RCA >1 after 2005, indicating that India had a more obvious comparative advantage in synthetic and regenerated artificial fabrics than China had in the U.S. market. In Table 4 , we find that after 2003, for the second type of textile raw material or textile yarn (SITC65), India's RCA was always greater than one. Meanwhile, China's RCA was lower than one, meaning that India's textile raw materials had obvious revealed comparative advantages. This is also true of other textile fabric materials (SITC654), knitted crocheted fabrics (SITC655), and special yarn and related fabrics (SITC657).
Of course, the revealed comparative advantage of Chinese products is also evident in made-up articles (SITC658) and floor coverings (SITC659); however, compared with India's, the index of these sectors for China are slightly lower, which implies that Indian textile yarn (SITC65) had a stronger comparative advantage. The proportion of Chinese textile raw materials in the U.S. market is higher than those of India, reaching 40.66% in 2016, while India's was only 13.83%; however, the comparative advantage of Chinese products is not as great as that of India. At the same time, we also observe that the RCAs of some textiles with strong Chinese and Indian features, such as textile yarn, woven cotton fabrics, and embroidery were all less than one, and not as strong as we might have expected. This finding implies that these products from China and India may not have been satisfactory given the barrier of ecological standards in the U.S. market.
For clothing (SITC84), another important U.S. textile imports sector, China's and India's RCA were both more than one, while India's RCA index was even greater than China's (though not by much), meaning that these two countries' exports to the United States both had strong revealed comparative advantages, and India's was the greater. India has a stronger revealed comparative advantage than China, which was embodied in clothing except fur clothing (SITC841), articles of women's clothing (SITC842), undergarments of textile fabrics (SITC844), and outerwear knitted or crocheted (SITC845). In the competition to sell clothing products, China and India both have revealed comparative advantages in some specific products, such as India's women's outerwear (SITC843), and China's knitted or crocheted undergarments (SITC846) and clothing accessories (SITC848).
In summary, under the green trade barrier of Oeko-Tex Standard 100, although China has advantages in the U.S. market, the competitiveness of the textile raw materials from China is generally lower than that of India [19, 20] . In addition to the changes in the international economic and financial environment, the consumer market also exerts an impact on China's textile exports, and green trade barriers and the trend of green consumption altogether amount to a major challenge to the sustainable and stable development of China's textile exports.
Model Specification
Both China and India have obvious comparative advantages in the U.S. textile market, and the relative price of their textile goods may have diverse effects on different sectors of textiles at different times. As Bini-Smaghi (1991) [29] suggests, different countries/sectors make different import demands and have different price elasticities. Following Rauch (1999) [30] and Broda and Romalis (2004) [31] , some researchers have conducted a bilateral sectoral study and used data separated into "differentiated" and "commodity" trading. Bilateral sectoral trade using sectoral prices instead of country aggregates have been examined by many researchers, including Buongiorno [36] , and Xu (2017) [37] .
Armington (1969) [38] and Olekseyuk and Schürenberg-Frosch (2016) [39] assume that imported goods and their domestic counterparts are incomplete substitutes, and derived a "Theory of Demand for Products Distinguished by Place of Production". In the Armington approach, elasticities of substitution among imports and competing domestic production (Armington elasticities) play a key role in open-economy computable general equilibrium (CGE) modeling. Both price and output elasticities are estimated by the Armington model, which assumes a consumer utility for goods in an industry that is separable from the consumption of other products. Armington (1969) [37] and most CGE modelers have used the constant elasticity of substitution (CES) form for an industry group, where utility is derived from domestic and foreign goods:
where θ is the constant elasticity of substitution between the domestic and traded goods (Armington elasticity), M is the trade volume, which in the present study is the volume of imported goods, and D is the volume of domestic goods. γ and 1 − γ are the distribution parameters associated with M and D (indices for industry groups are omitted). Cost minimization subject to the above utility function implies the first-order condition that the marginal rate of substitution between M and D should equal the corresponding price ratio
This condition can be solved for the quantity ratio of imported and domestic products in Equation (2) as follows:
where P M and P D are the trade and domestic prices, respectively. Re-writing Equation (2) in logarithmic form, we have:
Elasticities are unlikely to be equal across sectors [30] [31] [32] [33] [34] [35] [36] [37] [38] [39] [40] [41] [42] [43] . A simplified form of the level relationship based on bilateral industry/sector data is as follows:
where α 1 is the price elasticity of substitution. Equation (4) can be estimated within a panel framework, which helps in testing the equivalence of coefficients across industries/sectors: α k,ij = α k,ij ∀i. Indeed, in a panel context, we can also combine trade from a number of countries and all industries/sectors in our basic specification:
Similarly, the U.S.'s imports from China (m is China or India) can be written as:
where M US i,mt is the U.S. imports from China or India for sector i and
is the ratio of the prices of China or India to those of the U.S. in sector i. Taking Equations (4)- (5), the U.S. relative imports can be written as:
where
is the ratio of the U.S. imports from country j to the U.S. imports from China or India in sector i, and
is the ratio of the import price of the U.S. to that of China or India in sector i.
As expected, when the import price from China or India is lower than the others, the relative demand from China or India will increase, so γ 1,ij < 0. In order to have the effects of the green trade barriers reflected in the textile imports, three dummies were included in our specification, as follows: means that the export tariffs of 78 textile products were stopped in China, taking effect from June 2005. Since it is difficult to capture the change of tax [26] [27] [28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] [34] [35] [36] [37] [38] , we set this factor as a dummy variable, which equals 1 in and after 2005, and 0 before 2005.
The Seemingly Unrelated Regression Model (SUR Model) and Data Classification
We estimate equations across all available sectors of textile fabrics, textile yarn, and clothing, based on Equation (7) . If the residuals across equations are uncorrelated, then Ordinary Least Square (OLS) becomes an appropriate technique. However, if the residuals are correlated, the equations may be linked. In the equations, all of the variables, such as relative prices, have been used as regressors; thus, the residuals of these equations are subject to cross-correlation, since they are also associated with various import demands for textiles across the same group of countries.
The seemingly unrelated regression (SUR) model developed by Zellner (1962) [40] is a technique for analyzing a system of multiple equations with cross-equation parameter restrictions and correlated error terms. SUR is an extension of the linear regression model, which allows correlated errors between equations [41, 42] . There are eight equations across eight sectors of textile fabrics, nine equations across the nine textile sectors of textile yarn, and seven equations across the seven sectors of clothing. Each equation may satisfy the OLS assumptions, but the joint model exhibits serial correlation due to the correlation of the error terms, and OLS estimation will be inefficient. Using the SUR method to estimate the equations jointly improves efficiency [43] .
This paper investigates the role of China and India in the U.S. relative imports in textile-related products. This analysis covers the bilateral imports of textile fabrics, textile yarns, and clothing between the U.S. and the world. Trade data in annual frequencies are taken from the UN Comtrade, the Standard of International Trade Classification (SITC) Revision 3. Textile-related products include index 26, index 65, and index 83, which are also categorized into different sectors and listed in Table 5 , below) as follows. 
Influence of China and India on the United States Textile Import Market
The impact of four factors, namely, the relative prices of the U.S. imports from China and India; China's green production standards; international green trade barriers; and China's trade policy on the U.S.'s relative imports in textile fabrics (SITC 26) are shown in Table 6 . China's share of the U.S. imports in SITC26 was much higher than that of India, but the U.S. imports from India were the fastest growing (Table 2) . China and India, as major producers of textile raw materials, always enjoyed a competitive advantage in the international market because of their low prices and the high quality of their products. When ln India's relative impact on all U.S. textile fabrics sectors (with the exception of SITC267) was greater than that of China, especially the import of synthetic and regenerated artificial fabrics (SITC 266), with RCA the most obvious (Table 4) . When the U.S. import price relative to China increased by 10%, the U.S. relative imports fell by 5.94%; when the U.S. relative imports in relation to India increased by 10%, the U.S. relative imports fell by 31.36%. Thus, although the RCAs of China and India in the SITC26 sector were not obvious, they played an important role in American and world markets due to their advantage in exported textile raw materials. The effects of the relative prices in relation to China and India on the U.S. imports of the same products from other regions were nonetheless very obvious, especially for the relative imports from China of SITC 267 and the relative imports from India of SITC266. Although the competitive advantages of both China and India were not obvious in the U.S. market, and the RCAs of both countries were less than one, we observe that the RCAs of India's textile fabrics (SITC 265, SITC 266, and SITC 269) are all greater than those of China in some years, such as SITC 266 after 2014, SITC 265, and SITC 269 in 2003.
When China began to set regulations on the production of textiles, on the one hand, China's exports were adjusted; on the other hand, it still plays a positive role in promoting its textile fabrics in the U.S. market. We observe that D N MS_China t has a slightly positive impact on the U.S. relative imports in silk (SITC 261) and jute (SITC 264), but significantly negative effects on vegetable fabrics (SITC 265). China was the largest exporter of textile fabrics in the world. The improvement of environmental protection requirements in the manufacture of products not only standardized the export of domestic products, it also encouraged other developing countries to improve the production standards of their textile fabrics. With the improvement of environmental protection standards for textile raw material exports, the global imports of the United States would also be adversely affected. China is a major exporter of textiles among developing countries, so when China's textile fabrics production standards become more stringent, the United States' requirements for textile imports from other countries and developing regions will rise accordingly. It has even significantly increased the negative magnitude of the impact on the U.S. global imports relative to India of SITC 265. It seems that the indirect effects of D N MS_China t on the U.S. imports relative to India were more obviously reflected on the India sectors with higher competitive advantages. With the implementation of ecological standards for Chinese textiles, the amount of the U.S. imports in wool and other animal hair (SITC 268) and old clothing and other old textiles (SITC 269) from the world relative to India significantly declined.
Oeko-Tex Standard 100, as a proxy of international green trade barriers, was initially launched in 1992, and was re-edited in 2008. In this paper, we consider only the impacts of re-edited Oeko-Tex Standard 100 on the U.S. global imports relative to China and India in three sectors. Table 6 shows that D GBs_International t does not significantly increase or decrease the U.S. global relative imports. However, after China stopped the export tax of 78 kinds of textile-related products in 2005, the U.S. global imports relative to China were generally negatively affected by most of the sectors of SITC 26, which indicates that China's textile exports tax had a strong impact on the related imports of the U.S. In response to the international green trade barriers, China made a corresponding adjustment to the sustainable development of its textile industry, which obviously had a great impact on the relative global import in textile fabrics.
In the SITC26 category, the share and growth rate of China's textile yarn in the U.S. textile market was much higher than that of India (Table 2) . It seems that the U.S. relative imports were more affected by the relative prices of China than of India. Table 7 shows that the U.S. related imports were more affected by the import prices charged by China for six sectors of SITC 26 textile yarn than by those that India charged, which implies that China's textile yarn had a greater impact on the U.S. imports, especially in the sectors with higher competitive advantages, such as made-up articles (SITC 658) and floor coverings (SITC 659). The U.S. had the highest proportion of imports from China in the SITC65 sector. Although India's RCA was generally higher than China's, the impact of imports relative to China's in the U.S. market should not be underestimated. For example, the RCA of India at SITC654 was higher than that of China, but the impact of relative prices from China was stronger in this sector.
When the import price relative to China ln
increased by 10%, the U.S. global imports relative to China fell by 11.29%, and the relative effects from India were 9.49%. Note: * means significant at 10%, ** means significant at 5%, *** means significant at 1%. Original data is from UN ComTrade SITC Rev. 3, 2017 [17] ; results are calculated by authors.
Textile yarn is an important part of Chinese textile raw materials. When China began to implement strict environmental standards for the production of textile raw materials, the improved status of Chinese textile materials in the U.S. had an impact on the import opportunities of similar products from other regions. The greatest impact came from China's most competitive textile raw materials sector in the United States, for example, textile yarn (SITC 651) and knitted or crocheted fabrics (SITC 655).
When China's textile production standards are adjusted in line with international standards, the international position and share of its products are affected, as are products from other developing countries. We observe that the U.S. global imports relative to India significantly decreased in fabrics woven of man-made textile materials (SITC 653), which indirectly indicates that India had the highest environmental standards in this sector, and that it was also a raw material sector with the characteristics of Indian textiles. However, we also find that India's production in this sector was still restricted by international environmental standards or the re-edited Oeko-Tex Standard 100. India's market share in the U.S. was also moderated, and the U.S. global imports relative to India significantly increased by D GBs_International t . However, compared with other sectors, D GBs_International t significantly reduced the U.S. global imports in special yarn and related products (SITC 657) relative to both China and India, which indirectly indicates the status of these products from both countries in the U.S. market. When China's export taxes for 78 kinds of textile products were stopped, we observe that the U.S. global imports relative to China generally significantly decreased in eight sectors (SITC 651-SITC 658), implying that the U.S. imports from China had crowded out import needs from other regions. This influence also affected India, and D Tari f f t stimulated the U.S. global imports relative to India at SITC 653 and SITC 654. We also observe that even though the RCA of China in SITC 659 were greater than one, indicating that China's floor coverings (SITC 659) were very competitive in the U.S. market, in the face of worldwide competition, the elimination of China's textile export tariff did not significantly stimulate the export of China's floor coverings. This also shows that China needs to pay attention to the shortcomings of its production in this sector, compared with its competitors.
Although China's market share in the United States in the SITC 84 sector was not as good as its share in SITC 65, it was far higher than that of India (Table 2 ). In the SITC 84 sector, the RCAs of China and India were all greater than one, and the RCA of India was even higher than that of China, especially in the SITC 841-845 sectors (Table 4) . However, the U.S. import prices related to China in the SITC 84 sectors generally have more of a negative impact than those related to India. As Table 8 shows, in the sectors with available data, the negative impact of the U.S. import prices related to China on relative imports was greater in five sectors (SITC 841, SITC 842, SITC 844, SITC 845, and SITC 846) than those related to India; in other words, China had more of an impact on the U.S. relative to imports of clothing (SITC 84). When China begins to impose strict ecological standards on textile production, China's cloth products became more competitive in the U.S. market. We observe that D N MS_China t had a negative impact on the U.S. relative imports at SITC 844 and SITC 846, which means that China's textiles significantly influenced the U.S. import demand from other regions, due to the improvement of China's ecological production standards. The adjustment of international textile environmental protection standards restricted the textile exports of other developing countries to the U.S. market. For China, even though it had a strict production system in place, the upgrading of the re-edited international textile ecological standards in 2008 did not significantly influence the U.S. global imports related to China and India, which indirectly indicates that even though China and India were major textile producers, the competition for clothing products of both countries did not seem to have a greater advantage than that of other textile and garment exporters, and China and India also had limited influence on the U.S. market. China's clothing products often do not have a brand or a design identity, and if they are to remain competitive in the U.S. market, China will have to learn more from clothing brands abroad.
To be sure, China clothing products are still observed as very challenging for other competitors in the U.S. market. The U.S. global imports relative to China have been adversely affected by the abolition of taxes on 78 kinds of textile product, omitting only ITC 848. The influence has even spread to India, and apart from SITC 842 and SITC 844, the U.S. global imports relative to India have generally increased, which indirectly implies that China's trade policy greatly impacts other textile exporters.
In summary, we find that the market shares of both China and India in the U.S. textile market increased up to 2016, and China had the highest market share. The U.S. imports of this kind are more affected by their prices from China across more sectors than by their prices from India. This effect became even more evident when China began raising environmental standards for its textile production in 2003. Both China and India are subject to international ecological production standards for textiles-or green trade barriers-in the American market. When we inspect the new standards of Oeko-Tex Standard 100 as re-edited in 2008, we find that the impact of the standards on the global imports of the United States related to China and India was not obviously significant. This means that under the influence of these re-edited standards, the impact of Chinese and Indian textiles in U.S. market was limited. However, with the abolition of Chinese export taxes on 78 kinds of product, it is obvious that China's domestic export policy significantly stimulated textile exports and affected the global U.S. related imports.
Conclusions
Against the background of the substantial increase of Chinese textile exports after China's entry to the WTO in 2000, we investigate the United States' global imports in textile fabrics, textile yarn, and clothing products in relation to two major developing countries, China and India. Our emphasis was on examining the factors of implementing the ecological standards for China's domestic textile production in 2003, the re-edited international Oeko-Tex Standard 100 in 2008, and China's trade policy on the U.S. related imports in the face of green trade barriers.
We find that China's share of textile yarn (SITC 65) and of clothing (SITC 84) in the U.S. market were greater than those of India, and the U.S. related imports were more affected by the prices from China than those from India in these two sectors. Since the share of textile fabrics (SITC 26) from India increased faster (Table 2) , the impact of the U.S. import price relative to India on its global imports across all sectors in SITC 26 was greater than the price relative to China. Meanwhile, we also find that India's RCA regarding textile yarn (SITC 65) and clothing (SITC 84) was greater than that of China in general. China's main competitive advantages are a more mature infrastructure, and a higher equipment level than India's, with a complete industrial chain, a large production scale, and a high degree of industrial cluster. Meanwhile, India's competitive advantages are abundant raw materials, low labor costs, excellent design in products, high added value, fewer export restrictions, a language advantage, and government support. In recent years, India's imports of production equipment and advanced technology have greatly improved the international competitiveness of its textile industry. Compared with China, India still has a rich labor force to come. In the long run, the competitiveness of India's textile industry in the international market will continue to improve in the future, and this will have an unpredictable impact on China's textile trade. At the same time, it will have a certain impact on other industries related to the textile industry. If China wants to maintain sustainable development and competitiveness in its textile industry, it must consider how best to deal with the potential competitive advantages of other textile-exporting countries in the future.
Although China's share of exports to the United States has increased year by year since China's entry to the WTO, the green trade barriers to textile exports have also affected China's textile industry. The international environmental and ecological standards or Oeko-Tex Standard 100 in 1992 for textile production imposed great challenges on the textile industry in developing countries. With the gradual rising of green trade barriers, China began to implement mandatory production standards in 2003. On the one hand, the production of China's domestic textiles has become more rigorous, which has strengthened its export controls and even made the United States shift its imports to other regions; on the other hand, due to the integration of Chinese product quality and international standards, the international status of Chinese textiles has been enhanced, which has led to a significant reduction in the U.S. global relative imports of textile raw materials such as vegetable fabrics (SITC 265), textile yarn (SITC651), knitted or crocheted fabrics (SITC655), and finished products (SITC844, SITC846, SITC848) and clothing, for instance, undergarments of textile fabrics (SITC 844 and SITC 846) and clothing accessories made of leather (SITC 848).
The mandatory requirements for textile production in China have even affected the U.S. textile standards for other regions. As a result, the global textile raw materials imports of the United States related to India have also decreased in five sectors: vegetable fabrics (SITC 265), synthetic and regenerated artificial fabrics (SITC266), wool and other animal hair (STIC268), old clothing and other old textile articles (SITC269), and fabrics woven of man-made textile materials (SITC653). Therefore, if China wants to continue the competitive position of its textile industry in the U.S. market, it will have to constantly adjust its production standards according to its own product characteristics, so as to maintain the sustainable competitiveness of Chinese textiles in the U.S. market.
China's domestic textile production adopted a mandatory eco-environmental standard in 2003, but international standards are constantly being adjusted. We find that the impact of the re-edited Oeko-Tex Standard 100 on the U.S. global imports relative to China was not significant, which means that this adjustment did not affect the relative imports of the United States. It also indicates that the textile competitiveness of China and India was not strong enough to affect U.S. imports from other regions. However, China's own trade policy has a significant impact on the related imports of the United States. With the rise of ecological standards and the abolition of 78 textile export taxes, China has greatly increased its textile exports, which has significantly affected the relative imports of the United States.
All textile products, including textile fabrics, textile yarn and clothing, were considered in this research as we comparatively analyzed the role of both China and India in the U.S. market. However, some results cannot be calculated due to the data problem, which takes the form of limited data coverage and measurement problems. For example, the exports or imports of China and India to the U.S. are not available in some sections such as wool and other animal hair (SITC262) and clothing accessories made of textile fabrics (SITC 847); as a result, the effects of both China and India in the U.S. market in these two sections cannot be calculated. Direct methods are best, but not always feasible due to data limitations, which can make even the available information on international green trade barriers (GTBs) difficult to interpret. An important theme is the many difficulties faced in obtaining accurate measures of green trade barriers. The U.S. as the most developed country has formulated a series of laws, regulations, and environmental standards to exert strict environmental protection and quarantine measures on imported textiles and clothing. In this paper, only the most authoritative and strictest green eco-textile standard or Oeko-Tex Standard 100 is conducted as a proxy of international green trade barriers (GBs). We observe that the R 2 of some sectors such as silk, cotton, and jute in textile fabrics was less than 0.4, implying that there could be some uncontrollable or unknown factors in these sectors such as silk, cotton, and jute influencing the responses and results. However, these were not considered in this research.
It would be valuable for further studies to investigate not only the U.S. but also other developed countries' relative imports in textile-related products from other major exporters of textile, such as Mexico and Bangladesh. Furthermore, it would be worthwhile to consider more green trade barrier factors in relation to textile products, especially silk, cotton, and jute using some alternative techniques to explain the data and make robust results in further research.
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